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‘Highranking US.
officials twice recommended a
‘demonsiration” drop of atomic
weapons in Indochina, in Jate
1964 and carly 1865, according
to documents published yester-
day by the conservative mag-
azine National Review.

* The documents were among
14 pages of supposedly “top
scerel” official papers printed
by the magazine to “thrust in
to an appropriate context” the
cavlier revelations of Pentagon

papers hy The New York '
Times, The Washinglon Post
and other newspapers, The

magazine, which is edited by
Williama ¥, Buckley Jr., said
the new docurnents welre .sup-
plied by an informant who be-
“lieved The Times account con-
veved a “distorted impression”
of what happened in Vietnam.

The National Review docu-
ments do not avpear lo be
among . the Pentagon papers
reported by The Times and
The Post. The National Review
documoents tcnu to show---like
sonte of the papers revealed:
ecarliecr—ihat ove group of
high officials argued in the
mid-1860s that ihe Vietnam
war 'could be won by sudden,
massive escalation but could
not he won by military “‘flad-
ualism.”

According 1o the papers pub-
lished hy the National Review,
Air Force and Central Intel-
ligence Agency members of an
mtm departmental committee
in October 1964 recommended

a “sharp knock” or “quantum
escalahor” strategy, includiing

guch measures as the closing
of  Haziphong and Sihanouk-
ville harbors, rapid destruc-

tion of all \Iolin Vietnamese
thermal power instollations and
destruction of rail lines link-
ing China and \‘oxth Vielnam.

TI'bese members also recora:
" mended destruction of {he Red
River dikes in Norih Vielnam,|
neutralization of Hainan Island
.off the Vietnamese coast and
““demonstration drop of nu-
‘clcar device . . . followed by
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ﬁ]n convection with the nu-
clear - “demous l‘cz»uon " {he
docn:ﬂcnt cited a Mayv 26, 1854,
recommatndation  from  Adm.
Avthur W. Radiord, chairmayn
of the Joint Chiefs of Stalf,
{0 Seceretary  of D“an
Charles I, Wilson. 'That ree
ommendation, which w"< can-
{ained in the Pentagon secrely|
higtory and published h~ whel
Nevs York Jimes,
semploving  atomic -
whenever  advantzgeous”
the Chinese Communists
tervene in Indovhina,
The October 1664 document
published by the Nallonal
Review that the

weapons,
if

in-

arpued
United States could prevent a
Commuiist takeover
nam only by adoption of mas-
sive escalation,
concluded that

The document
“if, for whal-

ever reason, it is decided to
be pmmountl\' undesirable

adopt such a slrategy-—and
therefore " as a conscguenes
impossible {o achieve our ob-
jeclive-~the U.S, should re-
nounce ils cominitment in
Southeast Asia, and withdraw
2s rapidly as is physically
possible”

The National Meview said
the Air ¥orce-CIA stateinen
was a “minority” report that
went further than the approv-
cd text of the interdepartmen-
tal study. The magazine said
it was not clear
minority statcment was ever
placed before the National
Security Council ar President,
Jobnson.

Ceble to Joint Chiefs

Another docuwmsent puhlished
by the National Review was
said o be a February 12, 1083,
cable to the Joint Chiefs of
Staff from Adm. U.S. Grant
Sharp, 1hen Cominander in
Chief of U8, foreces in
the Pacific (ebbreviated
CINCPAC), The cable said
Sharp concurred in the “gen-
eral approach” of “Annex
November” of Opplan (Opera-

tiong Plan) 63-34iX, Sharp add-* '
fed that he did not copeur in’ '
ithe “postdrop airborne moni- -
itoring requirements” for the

plan because additional facil 1-§
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CeCINCPAC [Sharp
{hat iercased risk of fensions

with Chicoms ('(‘11‘1050 Com-
munists) and US wiil re-
sult from suce comj ‘>le-'

tion of - demonstration drog

Towever, if this is p]lmk_
eriterion  for  delermining’
scope and nature of military
operalions in SK *..-m il is
iclear to me thal wi Almrawal
is preferred course of action,”
the cable said.

The document added (hat
Petotal impact of a qucvc%m]
llug} allilude drop off lai
Iphond harbor on DRIV H)nmo-
mmtlc Depublic of Vietnani-s
‘North  Vietnam] leadeisnp
Hmpossible to eslimate direct-

Jv. However, CINCPAC finds
at difficult to visualize any
,c'thm course of aclien for us
tin  present  confliet  which

would bo move likely to (a)
being DRV  {o conference
tanle () enable us to sefile
conflict on favorable terms
for oursclves and GVN [Gov-
crament of  Vietnam—--8outh
Vietnami and 2} save lives

of Amevican fighting maen
Another  Nalivial  Review

document dafed I'eh. 10, 1965
iwtwo days before the date of
Sharp  cable-—indicates,
‘that Secrctary of Stale Dean:
Tlusk was strongly oppoased (o’
‘the use of nuclear weapons
in Vietnam. This paper is said
to be the text of a hand-
writlen notz by Rusk sum-
marizing the results of a high-
evel  departmental meeling

o discuss a possible U.S. dee-

Accmdlns{ to the Rusk notes,
fa declaration of war by the
‘United States “conjures up
prospect of use of atomic:
weapolis whiceh we do not!
want cven to suggest.,”

‘Precedent of Horea'

Among the other reasons for
opposing a declaration of war,
the Rusk notes show, were the
“precedent of Iorea as an un-
declared war,” the prior cont-
mitment on many cceasions of
11.8. “troops by presidential
order and the feet that it was

wneertain whom the United
States  should declare  war
against.

The noleg said the Tonkin
;Gulf Resolution of August
11664 was a sulficient authovity
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& A June 1083  paper hy |
c Prof, Daniel Boorstinn (now)
direcelor of the Smithsonian
National Mupscwin of History
snd Technology) reporting {o
Presidend Xennedy that a com-
raitlee of histovians and cul-
tural anthropologists con-
cludes the Amcerican public
does not tend to suppo'z't “Pro-
iracted war.”

¢ A December 1963 report:
atiribuled to the head of Lne.
“Division of Psychalogical Asg \/
sessment, CIA™ arguing that
a protracted war would have
“disastrous results” in Viet-
nawa and divide the American
publi¢ -— but that a onc-to-two-
vear war would not, i
1€ June 1961 ascessmantis al-
“ributed {o the CIA reporting
‘(hat the Sovict Unlon would
.not be likely to {ake nurlcar

documents publis
National )x’f’-w‘lt‘\/
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jaction in Vietnam and esti.
‘mating that China would in-
tervene directly in the wzu:
only if North Vietnam was, |
“on the point of total defeat
¢ The Decembey 1664 161»011,
of “an cmineni private c,u-,

zen,! whom the \’nticmul Re-|
view suggests may huave beon|
Dean Acheson, recommending
that the United States should;
not involve its forces in overt|
fighting in Vietnam unless it
is willing to discontinue the,
cxisting “policy of accommao.
dation” with the Soviet Union,

In an editorial, the Nationall
Review said it was publishing’
only ﬁ gments of the material
made aV’nhb]e to it and might’
publish more later, The maz-
azine said it had established
{o its satisfaction that the coc-
‘uments being printed do not
rdamage U.S. natmL.J securily.
and in fact “advance the na-
tional interest.”

There was no comment on
the National Revicw papers
{rom the Defense Department
or the Justice Department.
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'Jor “a shorl torm effort’--and:

estimated that “sharp actions”
plop() :ed by the Joint Chicf of

staff would make possible the

eoticlusion of overt U.S. mnili-
oniy mcﬁggyup
note said,

“After that,
operations,” the
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